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WICMARKS 

In the Office Action, claims 1-3. 5-1 1, 13 and 18 were rejected, and claims 4. 12. 14-17 
and 19 were indicated as allowable if rewritten in independent form to include the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. AppUcants thank the Examiner for indicating the 
allowability ofclaim84. 12, 14-17 and 19. By this Reply and Amendment, claim 4 has been 
placed into independent form, the language of Claim l2hasbBenaddedto claim llfro^ 

directly depends, and claim 15 has been placed into independent form. Accordingly, claims 4, 

11 and 15 along with the claims which depend therefrom shouldbe in condition for allowance. 

By this Reply and Amendment, claims 4, 1 1 and 15 have been ^ended, claims 5-10 and 

12 have been canceled without prejudice, and claim. 1-4, 11 and 13-19 remain pending in the 
present application. AU claim amendments are fully supported throughout the written 
description and figures of the specification. 

Claims 4-19 were objected to based on certain informaUties found in the language of 
daims4 5.8.9andll. The amendments to claims 4 and 11 set forth above are believed to 
overcome the Examinees Objection with ,«spect to claims4andll-l9. Claims 5.10have been 

canceled without prejudice, thereby rendering their objection moot. Accordingly, the objection 
to claims 4-19 is believed overcome. 

aaims 1-3. 5-7, 10. 11, 13 and 18 were rejected under 35 USC 102(b) as anticipated by 
dieMulleretal. reference. US Patent No.: 4.913.231. Although AppUcants disagree with many 

aspects of this rejection, certain amendments have been made to the claims to cl^fy the 
language of the claims and to place the application into condition for allowance. 

For example, independent claim 5 and its dependent claims 6-10 have been canceled 
witiioutpnqudice; independem claim 11 ha. been amended to incorporate the language of 
dependent Claim 12. indicaredasanowable;andclahnsl3-14andl7-19ultimat^^^ 
independent claimll.Accordingly.therejeaion under 35USC102(b)isnolongerapplic^^^ 

to claims 5-7, 10.11. 13 and 18. 
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With respect to independent claim 1 . and its dependent claims 2-3, Applicants 
respectfully subnut the rejection should be witbdmwn. The Mullcretal.^^^^ 

method and apparatus for treating subterranean wells. The apparatus comprises inflatable 
paclcersandavalve system that canbe used to direct fluid for inflating/deflating the pacte^^ 

citculatingfluid to spot treamiem. and injecting tream^ent fluid. Ac^^ 

the Invention, sequencing of valves in the tool is controlled by selectively changing the puU or 

load on the tube at the surface. (See colmnn 2. lines 9-14). For example, after the packers are 

properly inflated, "the load supported by the grippers 14 is reduced and the tool moves to a 
position illustrated in HG.ll.in which the selector valve assemblymovesdownwa^Uyrel^^^ 

to he tool body causing the follower projection 95 to move along the path 103 ioto the pocket 
102, as illustrated in FIG. Ua." Hie reference further states that it is this movement of the 
selector valve which "isolates the inflate/deflate passage 156 so the packers 33 Itmain In their 
inflated condition and continue to isolate the zone of the well therebetween from the remainmg 
zones of the weU." (See column 13. lines 56-68). Accordingly, the changing of the selector 
valve assembly is accomplished by changing the load. 

The actuation of the Muller et al. device and the teaching of the MuUer et al. reference is 
incon1xastt» the languagp of the presently pending independent claiml. For example, cl.^^ 

recites-causing tubing pressure responsivepositioningof said packer pressure c 
for maintaining inflation of the spaced inflatable packer elements." As described m the 
preceding paragraph, the Muller et al. reference utilizes load changes and does not disclose or m 
anyway suggest causing "tubingpressure responsive positioning" of the packer pressure conuol 

niember ix> maintain inflation of the packer elements. Accordingly.therej^^^^ 
over the MuUer et al. reference should be withdrawn. 

aaims 5. 8 and 9 were rejected under 35 USC 102(b) as anticipated by the Lynes 
reference. US Patent No.: 2.227.730. Although AppUcants disagree with aspects of this 
rejection, the rejection hasbeen rendered moot through c^cellation of claims 5.8^^ 

prejudice. 
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I„ vie« Of *e «n«As, pending d»ms ™ Wteved patemabta over *e 

.hepresem claims or i,*eEx»™er™b»»>».ol«o,h«Us»»by .ay of..».=^^^^^ 
coL„cc>cEx».,«iski„«yi»vl»4»«n««the»»d«,ig«d«t^a.d.<aopho^ 

number indicated below. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Tiro Curington 
Reg. No. 45,944 



Date; ' ' 

Integrated Productivity & Conveyance 
110 Schlumberger Drive, MDl 
Sugar Land. Texas 77478 
(281)285-4524 



PAGE 12/12 ' RCVD AT 1219/2005 4:18:59 PM [Eastern Standard Time] ' SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-li/25 * DN1S:2738300 ' CSID:+281 285 8569 * DURATION (inm-ss):03-12 



